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MEMORANDUM 
*
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Mikel H. Williams, Magistrate Judge, Presiding

Submitted April 5, 2006**  

Before:  HAWKINS, McKEOWN, and PAEZ, Circuit Judges.

Sean David Sengenberger appeals pro se from the district court’s judgment

denying his 28 U.S.C. § 2254 habeas corpus petition challenging the state’s
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determination that Sengenberger had violated conditions of his parole.  We have

jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 2253, and we affirm.

Sengenberger has numerous claims that his counsel was ineffective at his

violation of parole hearing.  We assume, without deciding, that Sengenberger has

standing to raise an ineffective assistance of counsel claim.  The district court

correctly held that the Idaho court’s disposition of Sengenberger’s claims were

neither contrary to, nor an unreasonable application of, clearly established Federal

law as determined by the Supreme Court.  See 28 U.S.C. § 2254(d)(1); Strickland

v. Washington, 466 U.S. 668, 691-92 (1984).  Sengenberger is unable to show any

prejudice from his counsel’s alleged deficiencies.  See Strickland, 466 U.S. at 691-

92.  

AFFIRMED.
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